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1. IntroductionConsider a server (a repairman or a disk head,perhaps) facing a set of requests, each of whichis a point. The server must schedule its visitsso as to minimize the average time the requestswait before being visited. (We assume that a re-quest is serviced instantaneously when visited.)This is a simple and natural combinatorial opti-mization problem faced in many day-to-day sit-uations, and may be formalized as follows.Given a set of n points, a symmetricdistance matrix (dij), and a tour whichvisits the points in some order, let thelatency of a point p be the length of thetour from the starting point to p. Letthe total latency of the tour be the sumof the latencies of all the points. Wewish to �nd the tour which minimizesthe total latency. Of particular inter-est is the case when the distance matrixsatis�es the triangle inequality.We henceforth abbreviate the minimum latencytour by MLT. Whenever we speak of approxi-mating the MLT, we seek to �nd a tour whosecost approximates that of the MLT.At �rst glance the MLT problem seems to be asimple variant of the traveling salesperson prob-lem (TSP). However, closer examination revealsa variety of aspects in which this problem isvery di�erent from the TSP. Small changes in



the structure of a metric space can cause highlynon-local changes in the structure of the MLT(see e.g., Fig 1). As a result, a simple paradigmwhich applies to most optimization problems ongraphs | namely, \ decompose the graph intobiconnected components; solve the optimizationproblem on the various (hopefully) small com-ponents and then put them together to obtain asolution for the big problem" | does not workhere. The absence of this paradigm rules outsimple algorithms even in the case where the un-derlying graph is a tree (i.e, the metric space issimply the metric closure of a weighted tree.)Another prominent di�erence between the MLTand the optimal TSP tour is that the MLT mayrevisit points an unbounded number of timeseven when the underlying graph has a boundeddegree. Consider the case where the metricspace is the real line and the point pi is locatedat (�3)i. In this case the MLT starting at theorigin will visit the points in order (i.e., the ithpoint to be visited is pi). Thus the MLT crossesthe origin n�1 times! By a simple perturbationto this set of points, we get an example of pointson the plane where the MLT is not planar (!) |again a phenomenon which distinguishes it froman optimal TSP tour.However, it is easy to see that this problem is atleast as hard as the TSP. For instance, given aset of points on which we wish to minimize thelength of the TSP tour, one can augment the setof points with N points at \in�nity" (for a largenumber N), so that the MLT on the augmentedset of points will have to minimize the lengthof the TSP on the original set of points. Thisconnection shows that the MLT problem is NP-hard even in the case where the metric space isa plane.For general metric spaces, it is possible to reducethe TSP where all distances are either 1 or 2 (ametric space) to the MLT. In conjunction withthe MAX SNP-hardness of the TSP(1,2) prob-lem [12] and the non-existence of polynomialtime approximation schemes for MAX SNP-hard
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N2Figure 1: Non-local change in tour, due toN1 << N2problems [2] this connection implies that onecannot hope for arbitrarily good approximationsto the minimum latency problem on general met-ric spaces. Lastly, as in the case of the TSP,the MLT is NP-hard to approximate to withinany bounded ratio when the distance function isarbitrary (i.e., does not satisfy the triangle in-equality.)Both the MLT problem and the TSP problemsare special cases of a more general problem, the\time-dependent traveling salesman problem".Here the distance function on the metric spacevaries with \time", i.e., if the ith edge to be tra-versed has weight e then it incurs a cost c(e; i).The goal is to minimize the total cost of visitingall vertices. The TSP is the special case wherethe cost function is just c(e; i) = e (independentof i) and the MLT is the case where the costfunction is given by c(e; i) = (n � i) � e. Sit-uations where the cost function c(e; i) is someconvex combination of these two seem to arisenaturally too. For instance, consider the follow-ing vehicle routing problem: a delivery truck hasto deliver N items toN points in a metric space,



and then return to its starting point. If the trucktravels a distance D with k items, then the costof that leg is (k + u)D (the cost is proportionalto the load on the truck which is k units for theitems + u units for the weight of the truck).The time-dependent TSP and the MLT problemhave been studied earlier, under the names ofthe deliveryman problem or the traveling repair-man problem [10, 9, 13, 5]. In [10] and [13] it isshown that any depth-�rst route is an optimalMLT on a tree with unit edge weights. Miniekaalso gives an exponential time algorithm for solv-ing the problem optimally on general trees. In [9]and [5] exponential time algorithms are providedto compute the MLT optimally in general met-ric spaces. Afrati et al. [1] study a version of theproblem in which some requests have prescribeddeadlines on their latencies. Among other re-sults, they show that the latency problem onthe line can be solved in polynomial time by dy-namic programming.1.1. Our ResultsGiven the evidence against the existence of poly-nomial time algorithms to solve the exact prob-lem in general cases, we �rst isolate some situa-tions in which the MLT problem can be solvedexactly in polynomial time. We start by provingthat any depth �rst search tree gives an optimalMLT for the unweighted tree (all edge lengthsare 1). This theorem has been proved in the ear-lier mentioned works of [10, 13], but our proofis simpler. Surprisingly, this theorem does nothold for weighted trees (i.e., depth �rst searchtrees are not optimal traversals). We consider aspecial case of weighted trees | diameter 3 trees| and give a simple dynamic programming al-gorithm to solve this case optimally.For general metric spaces, we provide a constantfactor approximation algorithm in Section 3.This approximation algorithm is based on thefollowing inequality which we believe may be ofindependent interest.

Let p-latency denote the minimum to-tal latency over all tours which start atp. Let the i-tree(p) denote the weightof the shortest tree spanning i nodesincluding p. ThennXi=1 i-tree(p) � p-latency � 8 � nXi=1 i-tree(p)The above inequality is constructive in the sensethat given an algorithm which �nds a tree on inodes with weight approximately i-tree(p), wecan obtain an algorithm to obtain a tour start-ing at p which approximates the MLT. Unfor-tunately, the task of �nding the best i-tree isalso NP hard [6] for general metric spaces andhence the above inequality does not solve theproblem for us. We are able to �nd an exact al-gorithm for the i-tree problem for the case of theweighted tree. Garg and Hochbaum [6] also givean O(log i) approximation algorithm for the casewhen the metric space is Euclidean in a �xednumber of dimensions, and this yields a O(logn)approximation to the MLT in such spaces.To obtain a constant factor approximation algo-rithm for general metric spaces, we show that aninequality similar to the above holds even whenthe algorithm provides only a solution with i0vertices with cost within a constant factor of thebest i-tree. (The exact relationship between iand i0 is described in Section 3.2.) In fact, weshow that it su�ces to do this for values of i closeto n. We then use a constant-factor approxima-tion algorithm to the prize-collecting TSP [8] toobtain an algorithm extending the above ideas.The solution we �nd to approximate the MLTalso turns out to approximate the TSP simul-taneously. This allows us to extend our resultson the MLT approximation to include a fam-ily of time-dependent TSP problems which in-cludes the truck delivery problem described ear-lier. The family of time dependent TSPs weconsider is the case when the cost function onan edge is linear in i. This is described in Sec-tion 3.3.



2. Exact SolutionsIn this section we give polynomial-time algo-rithms for computing the MLT in some specialcases.2.1. Unweighted trees and depth-�rstsearchConsider the case when the points are verticesof a tree all of whose edges have unit length.Minieka [10] and Reynolds [13] have shown thata tour is optimal if and only if it is a depth-�rstsearch. Here we give a very simple and succinctproof of this result; we proceed by showing thatevery depth-�rst search is optimal, and that op-timal tours are depth-�rst searches.For a vertex v, let depth(v) denote its distance inthe tree from the starting point. The followingtwo claims imply the result.Claim 1: For any tour, the ith distinct vertexto be visited has latency at least 2i� depth(v).Claim 2: Fix a depth-�rst search, and let v bethe ith distinct vertex to be visited. Then v haslatency exactly 2i� depth(v).Proof: Fix some index i. Both claims areeasy to see by imagining that the walk returnsto the origin after visiting the ith distinct ver-tex. It is clear that after doing so, any such walkmust have traveled at least 2i steps. Further-more the DFS achieves this exactly, since a DFSnever traverses any edge more than twice. Butwhen the walk is forced to return to the origin,this extends the length of the walk by exactlydepth(v). Thus any walk has a latency at v ofat least 2i� depth(v) and the DFS achieves thisbound exactly. 22.2. Dynamic programmingDynamic programming may be used to obtainoptimal solutions in polynomial time for caseswhen there is a good bound on the number of

potential partial solutions. We illustrate this intwo cases: when the pi are points on the line,and when they are vertices of a tree of diameter3. Although Afrati et al. [1] have already showna dynamic programming algorithm for the line,we include here a brief outline for completeness.When the pi are points on the line, a partiallycomplete tour covers an interval of the line thatincludes the starting point. A state in the dy-namic programming tableau is an interval of theline, together with one end of the interval; it rep-resents our current position at the end of a par-tial tour (it su�ces to consider intervals whoseend-points are both points pi from the input).Clearly there are O(n2) states. The algorithmworks from large intervals down to smaller ones.For each state it takes constant time to decidewhether the �rst point visited by the MLT start-ing in this state is to the left or to the right ofthe covered interval. Thus we have:Theorem 1 ([1]): When the pi are points onthe real line, dynamic programming yields an op-timal solution in O(n2) time.Dynamic programming also yields an optimal so-lution in O(n2) time when the points are verticesof a tree of diameter 3, when there are positivereal lengths on the edges. Such a tree consists ofa central edge with spokes hanging o� its twoend-points. The observation here is that thespokes at either end are visited in increasing or-der of their lengths. Thus a state for dynamicprogramming consists of two integers kL and kR,where kL is the number of spokes visited at theleft end-point of the central spoke, and kR thenumber of spokes at the right end-point (in ad-dition, we also use a bit to keep track of whetherwe're at the left or the right hub). Again, thenumber of states is O(n2). Unfortunately, thistechnique does not seem to extend even to treesof diameter 4.



3. Approximation AlgorithmsIn this section we focus on techniques for devis-ing approximation algorithms. We begin witha familiar algorithm on the real line: startingat the origin, we are to reach a point p at anunknown position on the line. Let d be the dis-tance from the origin to p. Baeza-Yates, Culber-son and Rawlins [3] have given a simple deter-ministic \doubling" algorithm that �nds p afterwalking at most a distance 9d. By adapting thisalgorithm, we have a simple deterministic algo-rithm that achieves a 9-approximation for pointson the line (the dynamic programming approachabove gives the exact solution, but is more com-putationally intensive). One can extend this ap-proach to the case when the pi are vertices ofa layered graph, adapting familiar algorithms forlayered graph traversal [11] to get provably goodapproximations. We omit these details here.3.1. Reduction to i-treesGiven n points and a distance metric betweenthem, the i-tree problem is the following: we areto �nd the shortest tree spanning i of the in-put points. We now show that approximatingthe MLT reduces to solving (or approximating)the i-tree problem on the same input points, forall 1 � i � n. The reduction works providedthe distances satisfy the triangle inequality. Thei-tree problem is NP-hard to solve in general,but can be O(logn)-approximated in Euclideanspaces of �xed dimension [6].To simplify the presentation, let us assume thatthe distance from the starting point to its near-est neighbor is 1. Renumber the points 1through n, where the point i is the ith vertexto be visited by the optimal tour. Let Sj be theset of vertices with latency between 2j and 2j+1in the optimal tour, and let nj = jSj j.By invoking an algorithm for the i-tree problemfor i = 1; 2; . . ., we can determine, for each j, themaximum number of points that we can span by

a tree of cost at most 2j+1; denote this numberby mj . Our approximation to the MLT is nowthe following: for j = 1;2; . . ., we traverse themj-tree (say in depth-�rst fashion), returning tothe origin between successive values of j. Con-sider the ith vertex visited by such a tour, andlet i 2 Sj . Then the latency of the ith vertexin the optimal tour is at least 2j . We now showthat the latency of the ith vertex in our tour is atmost 8 � 2j . Since there exists a tree of size 2j+1which visits at leastPk�j nj � i points,mj is atleast i. Thus the latency of the ith vertex in ourtour is at most 2 � (Pk<j 2k+1 + 2j+1) � 8 � 2j .Thus the total latency of our tour is at most 8times the latency of the optimal MLT.It is easy to see that the above argument ex-tends even if we only have a c-approximationalgorithm to the i-tree problem. Thus we getthe following:Theorem 2: Given an algorithm that gives ac-approximate solution to the i-tree problem, wecan obtain a 8c-approximation algorithm to theminimum latency problem.We conclude with an example of a case where thei-tree problem can be solved exactly. Supposethat the input points are vertices of a tree whoseedges have positive real lengths. In this case,dynamic programming can be used to obtain i-trees of optimal length as follows. First, sup-pose the graph were a binary tree. In this case,for each point, the optimal solution to the i-treeproblem on the subtree rooted at that point canbe computed given solutions to the i0-tree prob-lem for the point's children for all i0 � i. Thisleads immediately to a dynamic programmingsolution for binary trees. Notice that this solu-tion can be extended easily to the more generalproblem in which points have weights in f0; 1gand the goal is to �nd the shortest tree with a to-tal weight of points i. Now, to handle non-binarytrees, simply replace a vertex of higher degreewith a binary tree whose root has weight 1, allother vertices have weight 0, and the edges have



weight 0 as well. Thus our reduction implies an8-approximation to the minimum latency prob-lem in this case.3.2. A constant-factor approximationfor metric spacesWe now describe a constant factor approxima-tion algorithm for the minimum latency prob-lem in general metric spaces. A key point hereis that it is su�cient to approximate the i-treesproblem only when i is quite large: in order toachieve a constant-factor we need only concernourselves with the latency of the last fraction ofvertices visited. This insight motivates the fol-lowing de�nition:De�nition: An (�;�)-TSP-approximator is analgorithm that given bounds �, L, an n-pointmetric space M , and a starting point p �nds atour starting at p of length at most �L, whichvisits at least (1���)n vertices, if there exists atour of length L which visits (1� �)n vertices.Comment: If only one of the two parametersamong � and L is speci�ed, we can perform abinary search for the optimal value of the otherparameter. Hence in what follows we will some-times call the approximator with only one of theparameters speci�ed.We �rst show how to construct a (3; 6)-TSP-approximator from a 2-approximation algorithmfor the \prize-collecting traveling salesman prob-lem" due to Goemans and Williamson [8] (whichimproves on a 5/2-approximation due to Bien-stock et al. [4]). We then describe how theTSP-approximator is used to approximate thelatency problem.The prize-collecting traveling salesman problemis the following.Given a weighted graph with penaltieson the vertices, the cost of a tour onsome subset of the vertices is the to-tal distance traveled plus the sum of

the penalties on the vertices not vis-ited. We wish to �nd the tour, begin-ning at some prespeci�ed root vertex,that minimizes this cost.Lemma 3 ([8]): There exists a 2� 1n�1 approx-imation algorithm for the prize collecting travel-ing salesman problem, on any graph which sat-is�es the triangle inequality.From this we obtain the following implication.Corollary 4: There exists a (3; 6)-TSP-approx-imator.Proof: Let � be the fraction of vertices missedout by the optimal tour of length L. Let us beginby assuming � is known. Place a penalty P =2L=(�n) on each vertex. So, there exists a tour oftotal penalty at most L+�nP = 3L in the prize-collecting sense. Therefore, the GW algorithm�nds a tour starting at the point p, that visits atleast a (1� 3�) fraction of the vertices (else thepenalty is more than 3�nP = 6L) and of totaldistance 6L. If � is not known then just performbinary search, selecting the tour found of lengthless than 6L that visits the most vertices. 2We now show how the (�;�)-TSP-approximatorcan be used to �nd a tour with small latency.Lemma 5: A tour of latency at most 8d�e�times the optimal can be found by making poly-nomially many calls to an (�; �)-TSP-approx-imator.Proof: The proof of this lemma mimics the i-tree reduction closely. For simplicity of presen-tation, we assume that the distance from thestarting point to its nearest neighbor is 1. Wealso assume � is integral (or else we can use itsceiling as our bound).Our approximation algorithm calls the approxi-mator for L = 2; 4; 8; . . . ; 2i; . . .. and then con-catenates these tours to obtain a tour which vis-its all the vertices.



For the analysis of this tour, we partition thevertices of our tour into blocks of size �, wherethe ith block Bi contains the vertices which arethe n � �(i + 1) + 1; n � �(i + 1) + 2; . . . ; (n ��i)th to be visited by our tour. Now considerthe minimum latency tour, and let Sj be the setof vertices of latency between 2j�1and 2j . Letthe n� ith vertex visited by the optimal tour liein the set Sj and let i = (1��)n. Consider the �vertices in the block Bi. All these vertices musthave been visited by our jth round trip, and thusthe latency in our tour for each of these verticesis bounded by �(2 � 2j +2 � 2j�1+ � � �) � �2j+2.Thus the latency of these � vertices in our tour isat most ��2j+2, which is at most 8�� times thelatency of the ith vertex. We can thus charge thecost of each block of vertices in our tour againstthe latency of distinct vertices in the optimalMLT, with a multiplicative constant of at most8��.2Theorem 6: There is a polynomial-time 144-approximation algorithm for the MLT wheneverthe distances (dij) satisfy the triangle inequality.Proof: Follows from Lemma 5 and Corollary 4.2The constant of 144 above can be im-proved easily to 72 using the following idea:We call the (�;�)-approximator for � =1=2;1=4; . . . ; 2�i; . . . ;. We concatenate the toursso obtained (in the order they are constructed).An analysis similar to that in Lemma 5 showsthat this gives a 4�� approximation to the MLT.Theorem 60: There exists a polynomial time72-approximation algorithm for the MLT when-ever the distances (dij) satisfy the triangle in-equality.This constant of 72 has been further improved byrecent work of Goemans and Kleinberg [7] whogive a factor of 29 approximation algorithm forthe MLT. However the 144 approximation algo-

rithm given by Theorem 6 has some additionalproperties which we use in the next section.3.3. Simultaneous Approximation ofthe TSP and MLTConsider the length of the tour produced byour MLT approximation in Theorem 6 above.Could it be the case that this length is muchlonger than the optimal TSP tour? We give anegative answer to this question. In the pro-cess we extend our technique to approximate aclass of problems that combine the objectives ofthe MLT and TSP in any convex combination:namely the positive-linear time-dependent TSPas de�ned next.Given a set of n points, a symmet-ric distance matrix (dij) and a time-dependent cost function c : E � Z+ !R, the time dependent traveling sales-man problem (TDTSP) is that of �nd-ing a tour which visits each vertex ex-actly once and minimizes Pni=1 c(ei; i),where ei is the ith edge used by thetour. When the cost function is of theform c(e; i) = (a � i + b) � de, thenthis is the linear TDTSP. If c(e; i) =(a � (n � i) + b) � de for positive a; band de's, then this is the positive-linearTDTSP.We start by observing that the above algorithmnot only produces a tour which approximates theMLT but also the TSP length. This is seen asfollows: Let the length of the longest tour abovebe L. Then L is at most 2� times the lengthof the TSP. Furthermore the length of our touris at most Pj�0 L2j , which is at most 2L. Thusthe tour above is actually a 4� approximator tothe minimum TSP as well. This allows us toobtain the following approximation for the classof positive-linear TDTSP problems.



Theorem 7: There is a polynomial-time 144-approximation algorithm for any positive-linearTDTSP.Proof: Consider a cost function of the formc(e; i) = de � (a � (n � i) + b). The cost of theoptimum tour for this cost function is at leasta � opt(MLT) + b � opt(TSP) (where opt(MLT)and opt(TSP) represent the optimal lengths ofthe MLT and TSP on the graph with distancefunction de). We use the algorithm describedabove to produce a tour of length at most 24 �opt(TSP) and latency at most 144 � opt(MLT).Thus our cost on this cost function is at most144 � (a � opt(MLT) + b � opt(TSP)), which iswithin a factor of 144 of the optimal. 2It may be pointed out that the above theoremalso gives a 144 approximation algorithm forthe case when the cost function is of the formc(e; i) = de�(a�i+b) for positive a and b (we sim-ply reverse the tour returned by the above proce-dure). Another case of linear TDTSP for whicha constant factor approximation algorithms ex-ists is the case where both a and b are negative(negative-linear TDTSP). In this case minimiz-ing this negative function is the same as maxi-mizing the TSP and the latency of the tour. Itturns out the \greedy tour", i.e., one that visitsthe furthest unvisited vertex next, gives a factorof 2 approximation to both the MaxLT and theTSP, thus giving a factor of 2 approximation tothe negative-linear TDTSP. Details of this proofwill be provided in the full paper.4. ConclusionVery recently, Goemans and Kleinberg [7] haveshown that our factor of 72 approximation forthe MLT can be improved to a factor slightlyless than 29. It remains to be seen whether canbe used to improve the constant for the positive-linear TDTSP. The question of whether thereexists an exact solution to the MLT for the caseof weighted trees remains open as well.

The online version of the latency seems to be avery interesting case for further study. Here theproblem would be formalized as follows: \Theinput is a sequence of requests which arrive on-line: A request arriving at time t and gettingserviced at time t0 incurs a latency of t0 � t. Wewish to minimize the average latency of all re-quests." Once again a variety of applications canbe found for this problem e.g. diskhead schedul-ing, parcel pickup etc. The online considerationsintroduce a variety of forms of algorithms thatwe may wish to consider and we discuss some ofthese models here.We start by observing that no competitive al-gorithms can be found for this problem whencompetitivity is measured against the best of-ine algorithm for a speci�c request sequence.For instance, consider the case of a two-pointmetric space where the points are separated bya unit distance and requests are generated ran-domly at one of the two points every unit oftime. The o�ine algorithm does not incur anycost while any online algorithm incurs a latencyof 1 with probability 1=2 every step, giving usthe following consequence:Proposition 8: There is no on-line latency al-gorithm achieving any bounded competitiveness,even against an oblivious adversary.A more reasonable comparison is that of our al-gorithm against other online algorithms in themodel where the requests are generated indepen-dently at every time step according to some dis-tribution D on the points. For the special case ofthe complete graph, (i.e., the distance betweenevery pair of points is 1), the following can beshown:Proposition 9: For the complete graph on npoints, there exists a simple online algorithmwhich achieves a competitive factor of 2 againstany online algorithm when the requests aredrawn independently at random according to anydistribution D.
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